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Page: 1 of 6
From: Jessica Nilsen
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g
Please see the attached appeal for:

Point Pleasant Board of Education
Billed Entity Number: 123484
471 Application: 457647

Hardcopy will follow in the mail.

ank you,
O (e
essica A. Nilsen

E-rate Production Manager
Telephone: 315-426-8445
E-mail: jan@thethomasgroup.com

IF ransmission is not recetved as noled, kindly notify us at once.




[Aoo2

02/27/2008 17:10 FAX 973 353 0736 Thomas ASeq Sy PAGE  82/83
B POINT PLEASANT SOHOOLS ‘
- - .. 2100 Panther Path
- Stweu W Corso, CPA. - - | l};g)ﬁl;ﬁggalﬂg 02142‘
':. 7 ’ , - ) lxto 10
‘. School Busmms Administrator/Bourd Secretaw - - Fax: (732) 295-2320
l
|

February 27, 200? RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Federal Commumcatmns Commission FEB 927 2005
Office of the Secretary . SR B

9300 East Hampton Drive : '

Capitol Heights, MD 20743 - FCC - MAILROOM

Re: Request for Review-FCC Form 471 Application Number 457647
€C Docket No. 02-6
Billed Entity Number: 123484

To Whom It May' Concern!

The purpose of this letter is to appeal the Schools & Libraries Division’s (SLD) decision to deny
funding for Application 45 7647 for Point Pleasant Board of Education. This decision was set forth
i the Funding Commitment Decision Letter dated November 2, 2005 and confimed in an
Administrator’s Decision on Appeal Letter dated Decermnber 28, 2005.

On August 2, 2005, the district received notification that we were chosen for 2 Selective Review.
Denise DeRosa files all of the district’s E-rate forms and mainfaing all of the necessary
documentation for our district: Denise was on maternity lcave at the time of the notification of
Selective Review, and she was not scheduled to return until November 2005. Therefore, we
requested an extension until her retum. We believe this extension was warranted singe the nature
apd detail of the information requested during a Selective Review requires the respondent to be
familiar with the original Form 470, bidding process and Form 471. Howaever, an extension was
granted until Ociober, and our application was subsequently denied since we could not provide the
requested information in a t:mely manner,

While the district is aware that the SLD must maintain certain guidelines in order to expedite the
review of applications, we are aiso aware that the SLD will prant extensions under certain
circumstances. For instance, a Program Integrity Assurance Request juay be postponed while staff
members are out of the office over the summer. A Selective Review is a more formal procedure
than a Program Integrity Assurapce Request, and a3 mentioned above, requires significant
documentation and detail. In order to respond correctly and completely to the request, we had to

- wiit until Denise DeRosa retwrned to the office. Her knowledge of the E-rate forms, procedures
“and puidelines and her knowledge of the district's applications was requircd to answer the Selective
Review questions. Given the severity of a Selective Review, we belleva an extension until Denise
DeRosa’s return was justified and should have been granted.
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At this time, we requsst the opportunity to complete and submit our Selsctive Review for Funding
Year 2005. We appreciate your consideration in this matter,
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| Ustversal Service Administrative Company
' ~ Schosls & Libraries Division

Administrator's Decision on Appeal — Funding Year 2005-2006

Decervber 28, 2008

Steven W. Cotso

Point Pleasaut Board of Education
2100 Panther Path

Point Pleasant, NJ 08742-3770

Re: Applicant Name: POINT PLEASANT BORO SCH DIST
Billed Entity Number: 123484
Form 471 Application Number: 457647
Funding Request Number(s): 1265473, 1265506, 1265586, 1265662, 1269143,
1269151, 1269182, 1269202
Your Correspondence Dated: November 28, 2005

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) has made its
decision in regard to your appeel of SLD's Funding Year 2005 Funding Commitment
Decision Letter for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the
basis of SL.D's decision. The date of this Jetter begins the 60-day time period for
appealing this decision to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If your
Letter of Appez! included more than one Application Number, please note that you will
receive a eeparate letter for each application.

Numbeg(s): 1263479, 12655086, 1265586, 1265662, 1269143,
1269151, 1269182, 1269202
Degigion on Appeal: Denied

Explanation:

» On appeal, you sesk reversal of the SLD's decision to deny these funding
requests. You state that the District received notification that it was chosen for
Selective Review on Angust 2, 2005. Due to personnel shortages and a heavy
worklogd, the District requested and was pranted a 60-day extension to provide a
response, On October 3, 2005, the District reccived a fax requiring the Selective
Review be submitted by October 10, 2005; however, understaffing did not allow
for the District to complete. its response. You further state that an ¢-mail was sent
to the selective reviewer on October 24, 2005 requesting an additional extension.
In response, the district recejved an Out of Office notification indicating that the
selective reviewer would not retum until October 27, 2005. The District re«sent
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the e-mail request on October 27, 2005. However, the District did not receive a
response until it received its Funding Commitment Decision Letter dated

i “November 2, 2005. Based on this informazion, you sequest the opportunity to

L complete and submit the District’s Selective Review for Fund Year 2005-2006,
|

|

-
|
\

! s Upon review of the appeal and its relevant documentation, it was determined that

| the District was sent a Selective Review Information Request (SRIR) on July 25,

| ' 2003, The District requestad and was granted a 60-day extension to provide its

' response, When the District fajled to respond, the SLD re-gent the SRIR on

‘ October 3, 2003. This request informed the District that a rezsponse was due by

| - Qctober 10, 2005 and that failure to respond may impact its application, On

J, | appeal, you have acknowledged that the District had failed to respond in a timely
F mannet, but argue that the District had sttempted to request axtensions on October
f 24 and October 27, 2005. However, these extensions were requested after the

| response due date of October 10, 2005 and were ot granted because the selective
reviewer was out of the office at the time. As of October 27, 2008, the district
had not sent in any of the requested docurnentation, your application was
processed with the information at hand. As this information was insafficient w
verify the District's Ttem 25 and Competitive Bid certifications, the application
was denied in its entitety. Program rules require applicants to respond to the
SLD’s reequests in a timely manner. You have failed to provide evidence that
you have responded to the SLD’s requests in a timely 1oannet, or that the SLD has
erred in its decision.

¢ During the review of your Form 471, SLD sought additional informztion from
you and notified you that this information needed to be provided within 7 days,
You did not provide this information within 7 days or within any extended
timmeframe we agread upon, or the information that you provided was insufficient
to complete your Form 471 application. Consequently, SLD denies your appeal.

¢ SLD reviews Form 471 applications and makes funding commitment decisions in
compliance with FCC rules. See 47 C.FR. § 54.500 ef. seq. To conduct these
reviews, SLD has put in place administrative measures to ensure the prompt
resolution of applications. See Request for Review by Marshall County School
Digtrict, Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, Changes to the Board of
Directors of National Exchange Carrier Assacidtion, Ine., CC Docket Nos. 96-45
and 97-21, Order, 18 FCC Red. 4520, DA 03-764, 1 6 (rel. Mar. 13, 2003).
(Marshall County) One such measure is that applicants are required to respond to
SLDYs requests for the additional infotmation necessary to complete their
application within 7 days of being contacted, Id.; SLD section of the USAC web
site, Reference Atea, "Deadline for lnformation Requests,"

aumjversalservice.o rence/deadiine asp This procedure is necessary

to prevent undue delays during the application review process. See Marshall
County 4 6. If applicants do not respond within this time period, SLD reviews the
application based on the information before it.

If your appeal has been approved, but funding has been reduced or denied, you may
appeal these decisions to eithet the SLD or the FCC. For appeals that have been denied
in fall, partially approved, dismissed, or canceled, you may file an appeal with the FCC.

Box 125 — Contespondence Unit. 30 South Tafferson Road, Whippany, New Jerecy 07981
Visit us online at; www S)universaiservice.ony
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'You should refer to CC Docket No. 02—6 on the ﬂrst pagc uf yo’ur appeal to the. FCC

Faﬂum o maat this requuernem wﬂl n:sult in automalm disnussal of your appeal If you
are subrnitting your appeal via United States Postal Service, send to: FCC, Office of the
Secretary, 445 12th Street SW, Washington, DC 20554, Further information and options
for filing an appeal direcdy with the FCC can be found in the "Appeals Procedure”
posted in the Reference Area of the SLD web site or by contacting the Client Service
Bureau. We strongly recommniend thet you use the electronic filing options.

We thank you for your continued support, patience and cooperation duﬂng the appeal
process. ‘

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Serviee Administrative Cotnpany

Box 125 — Correspondence Unit, 80 South Jefferson Road. Whippary. New Jersey 07981
Vigit 48 online at: www.shuriversalssrvice,org



